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MKsoraaiaa of oltli Mj>* ssw^aell, Dt-yieiofi of iS^rrmt 

l!a##Httatioa titt*f. State Befertesnt, at S p.m. aafl SilS p.a, today* 

I sailed -Mr, Bui^ell aad eallei tlie Eremer ©isteasion to liis attaatloa* 
s'Deeifi-ifaiy oistin>^ oot l^t tfee State BepartesGt ws® uaeS as a Jseaas of 
Ciistlng reflestiORs opaa my iategrity as a wlter aM th® iataprity aai 
asouTasy of OLIOK fegaaiae, 1 polsted oat that Mr, Bsltoa had ayiieat'ly ' ■ 
iisfomefl Coograssmaa, Salmth that th® State Be^rtaest was * satisfied* of the ' 
iaacearaey of this story, 

BarsoEHt to Hr, BaokOell'a aaggestioa, I callaii him a seoood Ss repertei 

tlaot he Bad disca-ssed the matter «ith Mr* HeSemott, Gkief of -tbe Biflaioa of ' i 
Cmfreat 1 nf oraatioa. 1 saggested to -Mr, Baeimell ia oar first talk that It 
would ele-Br tb« air take th® State Biipt, eat of the positi®e-of feM.ng 
tiled as a aaens to a pro*Neai eat If he would writ® the editor of CLIGI a 
letter saying that "he State Dept, had not authorized suefe a Quotation mtd 
ha-d not 8t?sted t© anyor.© that it was ' aatisflod’’ of th-® ,isaoeur®ey of this 
B-tiele. 


Mr, Buokaell sold in tiis sooond ooawersatiiaa that hs was sevry hut they.hsd 
deeidei they coul,da*t writs amsh a latter, ®t'©a not for |fublie use. He 'said 
they dldn»t wasit to :.:ot iato say squ- bhlos, I pointed ©at that re^*iless of 
s4at ‘^ 0 j waatefi, they mm 01?®"-#- squaroly in the aiSile ©f ®ne. Be 
replied, "Unilaterally," I-tten i'©plisd that i -shoughi we were ©atltled 
to such a letter end Informed hto that probacy for our uri?-. see w® would 
find it neoessair/ to put ©urselws ©a reeor>i witb, a letter t© the State Dept* 
eellinr the false stst®i»ftta attributed to the ittate Dept, to its attentioa. 

I thanked lir, Bc^ksell, 




